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unpaid 30 days after the date the
pertinent regulatory provisions
indicates payment is due, or if billed,
are unpaid 30 days after the date of the
bill, APHIS will impose a late payment
penalty and interest charges in
accordance with 31 U.S.C. 3717.

(d) Dishonored payment penalties.
User fees paid with dishonored forms of
payment, such as a check returned for
insufficient funds, will be subject to
interest and penalty charges in
accordance with 30 U.S.C. 3717.
Administrative charges will be assessed
at $20.00 per dishonored payment to be
paid in addition to the original amount
owed. Payment must be in guaranteed
form, such as cash, money order, or
certified check.

(e) Debt collection management. In
accordance with the Debt Collection
Improvement Act of 1996, the following
provisions apply:

(1) Taxpayer identification number.
APHIS will collect a taxpayer
identification number from all persons,
other than Federal agencies, who are
liable for a user fee.

(2) Administrative offset. APHIS will
notify the Department of Treasury of
debts that are over 180 days delinquent
for the purposes of administrative offset.
Under administrative offset, the
Department of Treasury will withhold
funds payable by the United States to a
person (i.e., Federal income tax refunds)
to satisfy the debt to APHIS.

(3) Cross-servicing. APHIS will
transfer debts that are over 180 days
delinquent to the Department of
Treasury for cross-servicing. Under
cross-servicing, the Department of
Treasury will collect debts on behalf of
APHIS. Exceptions will be made for
debts that meet certain requirements, for
example, debts that are already at a
collection agency or in payment plan.

(4) Report delinquent debt. APHIS
will report all unpaid debts to credit
reporting bureaus.

(f) Animals or birds abandoned after
quarantine at an animal import center.
Animals or birds left in quarantine at an
animal import center for more than 30
days after the end of the required
quarantine period will be deemed to be
abandoned.

(1) After APHIS releases the
abandoned animals or birds from
quarantine, APHIS may seize them and
sell or otherwise dispose of them, as
determined by the Administrator,
provided that their sale is not contrary
to any Federal law or regulation, and
may recover all expenses of handling
the animals or birds from the proceeds
of their sale or disposition.

(2) If animals or birds abandoned in
quarantine at an animal import center

cannot be released from quarantine,
APHIS may seize and dispose of them,
as determined by the Administrator, and
may recover all expenses of handling
the animals or birds from the proceeds
of their disposition and from persons
liable for user fees under § 130.50(a).

Done in Washington, DC, this 30th day of
September 1998.
Joan M. Arnoldi,
Acting Administrator, Animal and Plant
Health Inspection Service.
[FR Doc. 98–26825 Filed 10–6–98; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD),
applicable to certain Aerospatiale Model
ATR42–200 and –300 series airplanes,
that requires repetitive inspections for
cracking of the lower skin panels of the
outer wings; and repair, if necessary.
This amendment also requires
modification of the panels and a follow-
on inspection to detect cracking of the
modified areas, which constitute
terminating action for the repetitive
inspections. This amendment is
prompted by the issuance of mandatory
continuing airworthiness information by
a foreign civil airworthiness authority.
The actions specified by this AD are
intended to prevent fatigue cracking of
the lower skin panels of the outer wings,
and consequent reduced structural
integrity of the airplane.
DATES: Effective November 12, 1998.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of November
12, 1998.
ADDRESSES: The service information
referenced in this AD may be obtained
from Aerospatiale, 316 Route de
Bayonne, 31060 Toulouse, Cedex 03,
France. This information may be
examined at the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, Rules Docket,

1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington; or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM–116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055–4056; telephone (425) 227–2110;
fax (425) 227–1149.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to
include an airworthiness directive (AD)
that is applicable to certain Aerospatiale
Model ATR42–200 and –300 series
airplanes was published in the Federal
Register on February 10, 1998 (63 FR
6683). That action proposed to require
repetitive inspections for cracking of the
lower skin panels of the outer wings;
repair, if necessary; modification of the
panels; and a follow-on inspection to
detect cracking of the modified areas,
which would constitute terminating
action for the repetitive inspections.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. Due
consideration has been given to the
comments received.

Support for the Proposal
One commenter supports the

proposed AD.

Request to Revise Applicability of the
Proposal

One commenter, the manufacturer,
requests that the applicability of the
proposed AD be revised to exclude
airplanes on which ATR Modification
2805 has been accomplished. The
commenter states that this modification
was developed to address cracking that
was detected during full-scale fatigue
testing and has been accomplished on
certain airplanes during production.
The commenter also points out that
French airworthiness directive 93–190–
051(B), which was referenced in the
proposal as the parallel French
airworthiness directive, excludes
airplanes on which ATR Modification
2805 has been accomplished.

The FAA concurs with the
commenter’s request and has revised the
applicability of the final rule to exclude
airplanes on which ATR Modification
2805 has been accomplished.

Request To Revise Compliance Time
This same commenter expresses

concern regarding the planned
compliance time for the actions
specified in the proposed AD. The
commenter states that, for certain
airplanes, the proposal allows a delay of
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500 landings before the actions must be
accomplished, and that such a delay
could allow those airplanes to exceed
the thresholds specified in the French
airworthiness directive. The commenter
points out that those thresholds were
defined according to a specific fatigue
and damage tolerance analysis.

Although no specific request to
change the final rule is made by the
commenter in this regard, the FAA
infers that the commenter is requesting
that the FAA reduce or eliminate the
grace period in the final rule. The FAA
does not concur with the commenter’s
request and notes that the compliance
times, as stated in the proposal, do
indeed follow those specified by the
French airworthiness directive.
Specifically, the French airworthiness
directive calls for accomplishment of
the initial inspection prior to the
accumulation of 26,000 total flights.
Paragraph (a) of this final rule specifies
that the initial inspection is to be
accomplished prior to the accumulation
of 25,500 total landings, or within 500
landings after the effective date of the
AD, whichever occurs later.

Similarly, the French airworthiness
directive calls for accomplishment of
the modification prior to the
accumulation of 33,000 total flights.
Paragraph (b) of the final rule specifies
that the modification is to be
accomplished prior to the accumulation
of 32,500 total landings, or within 500
landings after the effective date of this
AD, whichever occurs later. The FAA
considers that the grace period of 500
landings allows operators whose
airplanes have exceeded the thresholds
of 25,500 and 32,500 total landings
adequate time to accomplish the
inspections and modification,
respectively, while adhering as closely
as possible to the compliance times
specified in the French airworthiness
directive. No change to the final rule is
necessary in this regard.

Conclusion
After careful review of the available

data, including the comments noted
above, the FAA has determined that air
safety and the public interest require the
adoption of the rule with the change
described previously. The FAA has
determined that this change will neither
increase the economic burden on any
operator nor increase the scope of the
AD.

Cost Impact
The FAA estimates that 101 airplanes

of U.S. registry will be affected by this
AD.

It will take approximately 4 work
hours per airplane to accomplish the

required ultrasonic inspection, at an
average labor rate of $60 per work hour.
Based on these figures, the cost impact
of the ultrasonic inspection required by
this AD on U.S. operators is estimated
to be $24,240, or $240 per airplane, per
inspection cycle.

It will take approximately 280 work
hours per airplane to accomplish the
required modification, at an average
labor rate of $60 per work hour. The
cost of required parts will range from
$1,576 to $6,373 per airplane. Based on
these figures, the cost impact of the
modification required by this AD on
U.S. operators is estimated to be
between $1,855,976 ($18,376 per
airplane) and $2,340,473 ($23,173 per
airplane).

The cost impact figures discussed
above are based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the requirements of this AD action, and
that no operator would accomplish
those actions in the future if this AD
were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact
The regulations adopted herein will

not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government.

Therefore, in accordance with
Executive Order 12612, it is determined
that this final rule does not have
sufficient federalism implications to
warrant the preparation of a Federalism
Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this action (1) is not a
‘‘significant regulatory action’’ under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
‘‘significant rule’’ under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
will not have a significant economic
impact, positive or negative, on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A final evaluation has
been prepared for this action and it is
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it may be obtained from the Rules
Docket at the location provided under
the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation

safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the

authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the

Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§ 39.13 [Amended]
2. Section 39.13 is amended by

adding the following new airworthiness
directive:
98–21–10 Aerospatiale: Amendment 39–

10818. Docket 97–NM–266–AD.
Applicability: Model ATR42–200 and –300

series airplanes on which Avions de
Transport Regional Service Bulletins ATR42–
57–0040, dated April 21, 1994, and ATR42–
57–0038, Revision 2, dated December 18,
1997, have not been accomplished; except for
those airplanes on which ATR Modification
2805 has been accomplished; certificated in
any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
otherwise modified, altered, or repaired in
the area subject to the requirements of this
AD. For airplanes that have been modified,
altered, or repaired so that the performance
of the requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (c) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent fatigue cracking of the lower
skin panels of the outer wings between ribs
13 and 18, and consequent reduced structural
integrity of the airplane, accomplish the
following:

(a) Prior to the accumulation of 25,500 total
landings, or within 500 landings after the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs
later, perform an ultrasonic inspection for
cracking of the lower skin panels of the outer
wings, in accordance with Avions de
Transport Regional Service Bulletin ATR42–
57–0040, dated April 21, 1994. If any crack
is detected, prior to further flight, repair it in
accordance with a method approved by the
Manager, International Branch, ANM–116,
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate.
Thereafter, repeat the inspection at intervals
not to exceed 9,000 landings.

(b) Prior to the accumulation of 32,500
total landings, or within 500 landings after
the effective date of this AD, whichever
occurs later, modify the lower skin panels of
the outer wings, and perform a follow-on
high frequency eddy current (HFEC)
inspection for cracking of the modified areas,
in accordance with Avions de Transport
Regional Service Bulletin ATR42–57–0038,
Revision 2, dated December 18, 1997. If any
crack is detected, prior to further flight,
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repair it in accordance with a method
approved by the Manager, International
Branch, ANM–116. Accomplishment of the
modification and follow-on HFEC inspection
constitutes terminating action for the
repetitive ultrasonic inspection requirements
of paragraph (a) of this AD.

(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM–116. Operators

shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM–116.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM–116.

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

(e) Except for the repairs provided for in
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this AD, the actions
shall be done in accordance with the
following Avions de Transport Regional
Service Bulletins, which contain the
specified list of effective pages:

Service bulletin referenced and date Page number shown on page Revision level
shown on page

Date shown on
page

ATR42–57–0040, April 21, 1994 .......................... 1–15 ..................................................................... Original .................. April 21, 1994.
ATR42–57–0038, Revision 2, December 18,

1997.
1–11, 21, 31–36 53, 55 ........................................ 2 ............................. December 18,

1997.
18, 22, 27, 28, 37, 38, 51, 52, 56, 57 .................. 1 ............................. December 20,

1995.
12–17, 19, 20, 23–26, 29, 30, 39–50, 54 ............ Original .................. December 19,

1994.

This incorporation by reference was
approved by the Director of the Federal
Register in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a)
and 1 CFR part 51. Copies may be obtained
from Aerospatiale, 316 Route de Bayonne,
31060 Toulouse, Cedex 03, France. Copies
may be inspected at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington; or at the Office of
the Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in French airworthiness directive 93–190–
051(B), dated October 27, 1993.

(f) This amendment becomes effective on
November 12, 1998.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on
September 29, 1998.
Darrell M. Pederson,
Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 98–26660 Filed 10–6–98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U
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Airworthiness Directives; McDonnell
Douglas Helicopter Systems Model
369D, 369E, 369FF, 500N, AH–6, and
MH–6 Helicopters

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that is
applicable to McDonnell Douglas

Helicopter Systems (MDHS) Model
369D, 369E, 369FF, 500N, AH–6 and
MH–6 helicopters. This action requires
visual inspections of the overrunning
clutch retainer, carrier, housing, and pin
for wear from spinning of the bearing
outer race. This amendment is
prompted by a report of inflight
vibrations and subsequent
investigations of three other
overrunning clutches, which indicated
wear of the bearing carrier due to
spinning of the bearing outer race. The
actions specified in this AD are
intended to detect wear of other clutch
components, excessive vibration which
could lead to failure of the overrunning
clutch, wear on the bearing carrier, and
subsequent loss of power to the
helicopter rotor drive system.
DATES: Effective October 22, 1998.

The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of October 22,
1998.

Comments for inclusion in the Rules
Docket must be received on or before
December 7, 1998.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Office of the
Regional Counsel, Southwest Region,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 97–SW–47–
AD, 2601 Meacham Blvd., Room 663,
Fort Worth, Texas 76137.

The service information referenced in
this AD may be obtained from
McDonnell Douglas Helicopter Systems,
Field Service Department, 5000 E.
McDowell Road, Mesa, Arizona,
telephone (800) 388–3378, fax (602)
891–6782. This information may be
examined at the FAA, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Southwest Region,

2601 Meacham Blvd., Room 663, Fort
Worth, Texas 76137; or at the Office of
the Federal Register, 800 North Capitol
Street, NW., suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Bruce Conze, Aerospace Engineer, FAA,
Los Angeles Aircraft Certification
Office, 3960 Paramount Boulevard,
Lakewood, California 90712, telephone
(562) 627–5261, fax (562) 627–5210.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
amendment adopts a new AD that is
applicable to MDHS Model 369D, 369E,
369FF, 500N, AH–6, and MH–6
helicopters. This action requires a visual
inspection of the overrunning clutch
retainer, part number (P/N) 369F5460–
1, carrier, P/N 369F5461–1, housing, P/
N 369F5451–1, and pin, P/N MS16556–
801, for wear due to spinning of the
bearing retainer and the outer race of the
bearing. This amendment is prompted
by a report of an operator that
experienced inflight vibrations.
Subsequent investigation revealed that
the bearing retainer and the outer race
of the bearing were spinning, which led
to wear of the bearing carrier and
movement of the bearing outer race.
Investigations of three other
overrunning clutches with the same P/
N also indicated there had been
spinning of the retainer. This condition,
if not corrected, could result in wear on
the bearing carrier, which could lead to
failure of the overrunning clutch,
excessive vibration, wear of other clutch
components, and subsequent loss of
power to the helicopter rotor drive
system.

The FAA has reviewed MDHS Service
Information Notice No. DN–190, EN–83,
FN–70, NN–011, dated July 25, 1997,
which describes procedures for visually
inspecting the overrunning clutch
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